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The enciosed anzlysis was performed o determine i any zcions ars n=sdad 1o prowest
huran heaith dusing the course of the OU- 3 REURI mvcs:'zanon. (Thnis is not baseiine
risk assessment to datarmine remedial actions. ) Clearly, no acdons ars warranted. Tne
taseiine risk assessment wiil be performed as pan of the RFYRI regorz for QU-3. The
TIAG scheduled delivery date for the draft rezort is July 16, 1993, and the Final Reporzis
scheduled for Decambper 13, 1993.

Ther= are no current or pianned consiucdion ac.wu.’s within the bounds outlined by the
__residendal scenario of which DOE Is aware, and no a:::s of concern” at all under the
-~ appropriats recreational scenanic. .
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